Central Europe -mainly on Berlin and Vienna -which Urban history and the history of cities are thriving fields. While global history, international history and transnational history have attracted much attention in recent years in an effort to overcome the traditional fixation of historians on the nation-state, 'the city' as a topic has attracted historians more inconspicuously, without the clamour of theoretical debates. Well established as a sub-discipline, urban history is readily available as an alternative approach for historians who want to avoid the problems and limitations of national historiographies. In addition, it has benefited from the boom in cultural history; cities seem to be ideal objects via which to study 'high culture', popular culture, as well as everyday culture. But since urban history does not require a particular method or theory, social, economic, and political historians equally accept and practice it. More specifically, for students of modernity and modernism, cities are almost natural focal points, since the modern world in all its aspects -cultural, social, economic, political -was created in urban contexts; processes of urbanisation and modernistion overlap to a large degree. Hence historians of modernity 2 become urban historians almost by default. A recent volume edited by Andreas Daum and Christof Mauch, dedicated to the comparative history of Washington D.C. and Berlin, demonstrates the range and scope of urban history well. 1 While Daum tries to relate the study of 'capital cities' to the recent interests in both transnational and cultural history -based on his own work on Berlin, he stresses the symbolic, representative, and performative functions of capital cities 2 -, the volume includes essays on the history of local government, the role of capital cities in a globalized world, on the perception of cities in travel literature, on architecture, everyday history, and the history of parks and gardens. By including social scientists and a literary critic, the volume also reminds us that cities as objects of study are by no means 'owned' by historians, but that urban studies are interdisciplinary by nature. The result of Daum and Mauch's volume, typically, is a mixed bag, with essays of different scope and quality. It does show clearly, though, that studying the history of cities can be rather complex, and that comparative studies of cities, even if only used as a heuristic tool, are highly desirable, while rarely practised. This historiographical review will discuss recent literature on cities in modern Central Europemainly on Berlin and Vienna -which, on the whole, repeat this pattern, reflecting the great variety of approaches to urban history, and underlining the importance of urban history for the study of modernity.
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analysis to the reader. He does not tell us when exactly God visited Vienna and how his visit influenced fin-de-siècle culture and the development of modernism. Hence the study is a missed opportunity, in two ways. On the one hand, a new, comprehensive overview that synthesised the many specialised studies on Vienna 1900 would be very welcome. Such a study would need to include more than biographical sketches of the 'usual suspects', and it would need to tell us more about everyday life in Vienna by integrating the social, political and cultural history of the city. It should also compare Vienna to other European cities within and outside the Habsburg Empire. Secondly, it would have been highly interesting to find out how religion did influence the protagonists of the Viennese fin-de-siècle. A thorough study on religion and modernity would have added an important dimension to our picture of Vienna 1900, especially by looking at the role and influence of Catholicism and the Catholic Church in the late Habsburg era. Deborah Coen's 'Vienna in the Age of Uncertainty', in contrast to Whalen, shows a way in which criticism of Schorske's seminal study can be productive and lead to important new insights into the culture of the Austrian middle-class and the history of liberalism in the Habsburg monarchy. 8 By writing the history of science through the prism the Exner-Frisch family, a 'scientific dynasty' in nineteenth and twentieth century Vienna, she adds considerably to our understanding of Habsburg Austria, the culture of fin-de-siècle Vienna, and the relationship between the private and the public, between politics, science, and aesthetics in the modern era. She achieves this by questioning some of Schorske's assumptions about modernist culture as a form of compensation for the failure of liberalism: 'We will find a culture in which scepticism, far from being liberalism's downfall, was in fact its core value; a culture in which the family sphere was not a retreat from rational thought and political engagement but constitutive of them.' 9 While Coen's general approach is not fundamentally different from the Schorske 'paradigm' -she has studied a family at the centre of the liberalacademic establishment of Vienna which over four generations produced a number of eminent professors in such diverse fields as philosophy, physics, 8 Deborah Coen, Vienna in the Age of Uncertainty. Science, Liberalism and Private Life (Chicago, London, 2007) . medicine, law, biology, and history -she takes issue with some of Schorske's main 'dichotomies', 'between reason and uncertainty, publicity and privacy '. 10 She describes a family atmosphere that was not marked by generational conflict, but by harmony, solidarity and tradition. To understand the scientific theories and educational policies of several members of the Exner family, Coen explains, knowledge of their private lives and hence a biographical approach is necessary:
'The Exners interwove domestic life and the life of science so tightly that it is impossible to understand one without the other.' 11 It was not rebellion against their liberal fathers' beliefs and values, but the conscious preservation and adaptation of received intellectual traditions that characterized the Exner family. Intellectual traditions were being passed on and kept alive from one generation to another. Similarly, Coen dismisses Schorske's idea of a retreat into the private sphere as the dual result of the failure of liberalism and generational conflicts: rather, Coen argues, the private sphere provided inspiration for creative ideas, and private experiences were translated into social-political ideas and policies. Coen can show how the liberal ideals of 'many-sidedness' (Vielseitigkeit) and independence of the person influenced educational reform in the Habsburg Empire, regardless of the decline of the liberal party at the end of the nineteenth century.
The 'founder' of the Exner family as a scientific dynasty was the philosopher Franz Exner who advised the Austrian government on reforming the curricula of secondary schools and universities in the 1840s and whose ideas had a lasting impact on the educational system of the Habsburg Empire: 'Exner's real innovations lay in his program for the Gymnasium, since his program for higher education resembled what he had seen at the Prussian universities. For the first time in the history of these elite institutions in the Habsburg Empire, classes would be taught in local languages. Never before had German literature been deemed a worthy topic of study at Gymnasium, of equal value for Erziehung as the classics of Greece and Rome. Now there would be classes taught in languages from Magyar to Slovenian.
[…] The ultimate goal of the Gymnasium now became not the mastery of particulars but the cultivation 10 Coen, Vienna in the Age of Uncertainty, p. 3. 11 Coen, Vienna in the Age of Uncertainty, p. 20-21. of a "noble character".' 12 All ingredients of the family's socio-political views were present in Franz Exner's reform of the 1840s: the dual battle against religious dogmatism and political reaction, and probabilistic reasoning as the answer to these two enemies of the liberal middle-class. School reform remained a concern for members of the family; in the 1890s it was Emilie Exner who acted as an expert for the Ministry of Education, and Serafin Exner became rector of the university of Vienna in 1908 and thus 'recapitulated a historical as well as individual progression from certainty to doubt to probability.' 13 The concept that linked the Exners' political ideas with their academic and scientific work was the theory of probability. Faced with the dogmatism of the Catholic church on the one hand and scientific determinism on the other, the Exners developed a sceptical world view that did not lead to despair, frustration and the retreat from politics, but provided a means to counter scientific determinism and religious dogmatism. For the Exners, Coen maintains, theories of probabilistic truth were a way to deal with the uncertainties of the modern age when religion could no longer provide a stable basis. Doubts about 'last things' were not taken as a threat, but as a virtue. Coen argues 'that Austrian liberals made probabilistic reasoning into a virtue rather than an admission of defeat'. This attitude signified a specifically Austrian 'culture of uncertainty' that was 'related to and yet distinct from those that emerged elsewhere in Europe in the nineteenth century.' 14 The concept of probability proved to be versatile and useful for both scientific and sociopolitical purposes; it could serve as an epistemological standard, a tool for quantifying the bounds of physical variability, and a model of mental function.
The place where 'the bridge between the Exners' public and private lives' was built was not the thriving Austrian capital, but the family's summer retreat 'Brunnwinkl' on the Wolfgangsee near the Salzkammergut. Indeed, even though the study is dedicated to an important family clan of fin-de-siècle Vienna, the second home of the Exners at the foot of the Alps is the real 'star' of the book.
While we learn fairly little about the changes in the city of Vienna, the transformation of 'Brunnwinkl' from a rural, alpine backwater into a popular This study introduces a different cross-section of Viennese society, in which the key to understanding politics is not art, but food.' She presents her work as 'a case study of total war' that interprets 'the social disintegration of the Habsburg Empire from the perspective of everyday life in the capital city' and argues that 'the city fell before the state collapsed in a military and diplomatic sense in the autumn of 1918'. Contrary to expectations of a national catharsis through the war effort that would heal the wounds of national conflict, Healy argues, the experience of war in Vienna was not a 'coming together' but a complete falling apart of the established social and moral order. 18 Her study is divided into two main parts, the first one looking at 'Politics and Representation', the second at 'State and Family', which 'together tell the story of the social disintegration of the Viennese home front'. Her main sources are letters, police reports, government documents, the daily press and other contemporary publications, insofar as they tell us about the view from below and the experiences of common people; she is faced with the usual problem of such a perspective since her source material has been selected 'from above', by civil servants, policemen, newspaper editors, and archivists. The first chapter analyses in detail the problems of supplying Vienna's large and growing population with food during the war. According to one contemporary observer, 'food had come to dominate the collective psyche of wartime Vienna'. 19 Food supply in Vienna during the war was worse than in any other European city, including Berlin, and rationing of basic foodstuffs was introduced as early as 1914. Healy argues that, in contrast to official propaganda, the sea blockade was not the main reason for the dismal supply, but that this was a home-made problem: Hungary, before the war the main supplier of agricultural goods, cancelled arrangements that had been in place since the settlement of 1867 and reduced her agricultural supplies to Vienna significantly, and Galicia, the main agricultural resource in Cisleithania which had become a main battlefield on the Eastern front, did not produce the required amounts of food anymore. The miserable supply of food undermined all appeals by politicians to national solidarity and endurance and turned Vienna into an extended state of emergency, characterised by denunciations, suspicion, lining-up for food, and ultimately food riots. 'Normal' The second part of Healy's study looks at the situation of women, children, and men in war-time Vienna. She decribes the discrepancy between official attempts to appeal to the solidarity of all women during the war and the persistence of class differences between women. According to Healy, the war did not create 'unity' amongst women, but increased prejudice and hatred, for instance the anti-semitism of Christian-Social women. for the most immediate material needs that prevented female solidarity during the war: 'Individual women in the venues of everyday life practiced a different sort of politics, undermining theories of universal feminine virtue under the noses of the organized women who advocated them. War brought out human traits -greed, anger, aggression, jealousy and selfishness -that did not fit within the theoretical rubric of the feminine.' 23 The state, with the help of the local press, tried to include Vienna's children in the mobilization of the home front and used stories of child heroes to strenghten the morale of the population and appeal to their willingness to sacrifice. However, with the material situation in the city deteriorating during the course of the war, the majority of children in Vienna were malnourished, became delinquent and suffered from general neglect in a 'fatherless society'. The men that were left at the home front became a minority within urban society, comprising of those too young or too old for conscription, and those whose professions exempted them from front service.
The latter increasingly became the targets of criticism and were suspected of being 'shirkers' and not contributing to the Austrian war effort. In her conclusion, Healy strongly supports the interpretation that the Habsburg Empire collapsed at the end of the First World War because of internal reasons.
The state of emergency that the prolonged war created at the home front sharpened problems and conflicts that had existed before. According to Healy, it was not only the national conflicts that destroyed the Empire, but the complete collapse of 'normal' social relations. Healy has produced a meticulously researched study of war-time Vienna that makes an important contribution to the history of the Habsburg Empire as a whole.
David M. Vyleta's study belongs to the literature of fin-de-siècle Vienna in an indirect way. His starting point is the Hilsner trials, one of the notorious blood libel cases in Central Europe around the turn of the century; his main interest, however, lies in the workings of the modern media, that is largecirculation, popular newspapers, as essential ingredients of modern urban culture. 24 Hence he focuses on the reports about the trials in the Viennese press, not the court proceedings themselves that were held in Bohemia. Vyleta's main thesis is that the Hilsner affair was first and foremost an event constructed and and spectacle -appropriately in the capital of German theatre -using language and forms of display that large audiences were familiar with. He discusses 'a series of sensations that were explicitly built up as Jewish crimes by antisemitic papers' and explains that the antisemitic press in Vienna frequently and regularly reported on Jewish crimes, the majority of which were alleged or genuine business crimes. Sexual and violent crimes committed by Jews were much less frequent, to the chagrin of the antisemites, since 'reports on Jewish violent crimes were harder to manufacture than any other form of crime as all contemporary crime statistics confirmed: Jewish involvement in violent crime was exceptionally rare.' In its reports, the antisemitic press used specific strategies of constructing 'Jewish crimes': it presented the Jewish defendants as 'rational and cunning, and systematically criminalising other Jews surrounding the trial (lawyers, police-man, spectators, journalists, witnesses, psychiatrists) by charging them with truth distortion'. Jewish crimes were thus presented as 'crimes against the justice system itself, and, by extension, against society '. 28 The use of an antisemitic vocabulary, Vyleta argues, identified papers politically and could not be used casually; the antisemitic press was clearly separated from other newspapers. Therefore, Vyleta argues, the thesis that antisemitism had become 'respectable' in Vienna before the First World War needs rethinking.
In the central chapter of his study, dedicated to the press coverage of the Hilsner trials, Vyleta challenges the explanation Helmut Walser-Smith has provided for the seemingly archaic accusation of ritual murder made against Jews in modern times: 'Whatever "script" ritual murder accusations followed, crime; not Hilsner's 'potential pathological deviance' was highlighted in the press, but 'the details of both investigation and court-room events'. The antisemitic press charged 'the ideological enemy with the distortion of truth and influencing the course of justice '. 30 Vyleta draws conclusions that contradict some of the received wisdom about antisemitism as a 'cultural code' in fin-de-siècle Vienna and Central Europe at large. 'Neither physical nor psychological criminal stigmata were mapped onto Jewish bodies and minds,' Vyleta claims. In an intellectual atmosphere that was intrigued by theories of degeneracy, it would have been an easy task 'for antisemitic scientists to mark Jews as a degenerate race and hence driven to deviance'. Instead, the majority of antisemites chose a different option which was in line with another mainstay of modern antisemitic ideology: they stressed the 'Jews' vitality in the modern world' in contrast with 'the difficulties many others in the population were experiencing in adjusting to modernity's demands'. 31 the Czech liberals, both 'Old' and 'New', were eager to modernize the city and lift it to 'world standards', their eyes fixed on foreign commentators; the medical establishment campaigned for hygienic living conditions and a professional public health system; and the Jewish middle class saw the tearing down of old Josefov as a chance to end the segregation of Jews in the city and thus 'complete' their emancipation. Against these champions of redevelopment stood the critics, some of whom saw sinister foreign influences at work which were trying to destroy Czech characteristics by importing foreign architecture.
Especially the straight streets of the new Josefov were despised as foreign, whereas the bends and curves of baroque Prague were celebrated as essentially Czech. The residents of Josefov, however, who were most immediately affected by the redevelopment and would lose their homes as a consequence, had no voice in the city council or in public debates and were largely neglected.
Building works began in 1896 with the move of the first residents and the tearing down of houses; only the owners of the (rental) houses received compensation, former tenants were left to their own devices and had to find new flats on their own. Thus former tenants of Josefov became the real victims of the regeneration of their neighbourhood. Giustino can therefore highlight one of the main shortcomings of traditional liberalism, not only in the Czech lands:
There was little sense of social justice on the part of the liberals, the fate of the working class was not considered seriously. On the whole Giustino has written a thorough study that would have profited from more context and analysis and less detail. Extended quotations from the minutes of the city council, the local press, clubs and associations show how well G. is informed about her subject, but are not always necessary to support her argument.
II.
A well-established 'paradigm' within which to study the history of Berlin, similar to Schorske's interpretation of fin-de-siècle Vienna, does not exist. But Despite its length, Schlör's study leaves many questions open. The introduction seems too long -it covers more than a fourth of the whole textbut Schlör still comes back to discussing important analytical terms such as urbanization, Verstädterung, Bürgertum, and modernization in later parts of the book. A clear structure is lacking, as we are presented with a collection of Schlör's 'readings' that seems random at times. This lack of focus and structure is partly due to Schlör's interdisciplinary approach that he advertises continuously, partly to the fact that his study was originally submitted as a German post-doctoral dissertation (Habilitationsschrift) at the University of Potsdam: one gets the feeling that the main audience Schlör was writing for was not the general academic public but the faculty that had to examine the book. Despite the range and number of recent studies on Berlin and Vienna in particular, some gaps in the literature continue to exist. Berlin has been established as the 'paradigm' for the awkward modernity of the twenties, whereas Vienna is studied mainly, in the wake of Carl Schorske, as the unlikely cradle of modern culture in the pre-war fin-de-siècle. It seems timely to turn this perspective around and study the fin-de-siècle in Berlin more closely while concentrating on Vienna in the interwar period. Similarly, more detailed studies of both cities during the Third Reich would be very welcome. Also, studies that look at the 'lesser cities' in Germany, especially Munich, Dresden, Hamburg, Cologne, and Frankfurt, in comparison to Berlin, and of Budapest, Prague, and Krakow in comparison to Vienna, would add to our knowledge of urban modernity in Central Europe, which is more characterised by de-centralised networks of cities than the highly centralised Western nations of France and Great Britain. Studied in this way, cities can provide an alternative to the study of nation-states and can serve to integrate local, transnational and international history. The study of modern culture needs to take into account the high mobility of professional elites -entrepreneurs, engineers, artists, academicswho moved frequently between cities and influenced the physical appearance and the intellectual atmosphere of these urban centres. Viennese architects, for example, commissioned work all over the Habsburg Empire, and the Bauhaus school in Berlin and Dessau can be viewed as a transnational institution as such.
The history of urbanisation is a central event in the history of modernity.
Especially in the Central European capitals of Berlin and Vienna, where modernisation and urban growth started later and then advanced quicker than in West European cities, all aspects of social, political, economic, and cultural modernity and its consequences can be observed in detail. Vienna and Berlin were the places where 'everything that was solid melted into air', where society changed at a breath-taking pace, due to mass migration, social differentiation, technological developments, political radicalisation, and cultural innovation.
There is no one best way to study the history of cities and urbanisation. To capture these simultaneous processes, which are all essential to an understanding of the dramatic impact of industrial modernity on Central European societies, an eclectic approach is necessary. Therefore, the study of cities should not be mistaken for local history, it encompasses much more than the history of municipalities. It makes it possible to study processes of modernization eye-to-eye and more precisely than on a national level. Therefore urban history is too important to leave to urban historians.
